STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98554-64180)

Sh. Gurcharan Singh

s/o Sh. Boorh Singh,

Village Kokri Kalan (Patti Nangal)

Tehsil & Distt. Moga-142054.




        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer, 

Moga 

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Block Development & Panchayat Officer,

Moga.






        
  …Respondents
AC - 322/11
Order

Present:
For the Appellant: Sh. Baljit Singh (son of the Appellant Sh. Gurcharan Singh) (98554-64180)

None for the respondent.



In the first hearing dated 17.05.2011, only the appellant came present and no one put in appearance on behalf of the respondent PIO as well as on behalf of the First Appellate Authority.   It was recorded: -

“Appellant states that complete information has been provided to him by the respondent vide communication dated 06.05.2011 i.e. after receipt of notice from the Commission.  However, he prays for imposition of penalty on the PIO for the delay in providing the information.    He also disclosed that Sh. Sukhbir Singh is the Panchayat Secretary, Moga-I.”

 

Accordingly, a show cause notice was issued to the Panchayat Secretary Sh. Sukhbir Singh for the delay caused in providing the information sought. 



In the subsequent hearing dated 07.07.2011, it was recorded: 

“Sh. Sukhbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary was issued a show cause notice for non-compliance of the provisions of the RTI Act, 2005.

Today, Sh. Baljit Singh, son of the complainant appeared and stated that complete information as per the original application has since been provided.  However, he lamented that there is inordinate delay of seven months and the respondent be penalised on this count.”










Contd……..2/-

-:2:-



The office of B.D.P.O. was contacted over the telephone when it was disclosed that Ms. Manisha is the BDPO, Moga-I.  Since the original application for information had been submitted to the BDPO, a show cause notice was issued to her and matter was posted to date i.e. 20.09.2011. 



Today again, no appearance has been put in on behalf of the respondent and no communication has either been received.  One last opportunity is granted to the respondent to appear before the Commission and state his defence, else it shall be construed that he has nothing to say in the matter and the further proceedings shall be taken accordingly.


For further proceedings, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Sukhbir Singh, Panchayat Secretary along with Ms. Manisha, came present.  He submitted that due to heavy traffic on the way, he got stuck up and hence they could not reach in time.  He also made the following written submissions: -

“With reference to the show cause notice vide order dated 17.05.2011 calling upon me to make submissions regarding the delay in providing the information sought by the applicant – complainant namely Sh. Gurcharan Singh in the instant case, I, very humbly and most respectfully, have to submit as under: -

1.
That the application of the applicant-appellant was forwarded to me by the Block Development & Panchayat Officer, Moga-I vide communication no. 644 dated 05.04.2011.  A copy of the said letter dated 05.04.2011 is annexed herewith for your kind perusal and ready reference.

2.
That the same was taken up by me immediately and after collecting and compiling the complete information sought as per the original application of Sh. Gurcharan Singh was mailed to him vide my office letter dated 03.05.2011 by registered post.  You will very kindly appreciate that within the prescribed time limit of 30 days as prescribed under the relevant provisions of the RTI Act, 2005, complete satisfactory information had been dispatched to the applicant.    The applicant has also confirmed this fact in the hearing dated 07.07.2011 and it has been recorded in the order of the said date also.  

3.
Respected Madam, despite the fact that there has






Contd…….3/-
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absolutely been no delay on my part, I assure you that yet better care and vigil shall be exercised by me to ensure faster compliance of such matters in times to come.

4.
It is pertinent to submit that due to some communication gap, in the hearing dated 07.07.2011, a show cause notice has been issued to Ms. Manisha, who is neither the APIO nor the PIO.   However, she has been advised to attend the next hearing before this Hon’ble Commission on 20.09.2011.   Since she was nowhere in the picture so far as the present appeal is concerned, it is submitted that she may kindly be exempted from any penal action.   

5.
It is further humbly submitted that in view of the fact that complete relevant information to the entire satisfaction of the applicant-appellant stood provided within the stipulated time, it is prayed that taking into account the merits, the present case may kindly be closed and disposed of accordingly.”



Upon perusal of the submissions made by Sh. Sukhbir Singh, it is clear that the application for information was received by him only on 05.04.2011, as is evident from a copy of the said letter written to him by the BDPO.   It has further been observed that complete relevant information was sent by him to the applicant vide registered letter dated 03.05.2011 a copy whereof has also been tendered.   Photocopy of the postal receipt dated 03.05.2011 also appears on the said letter.



Appellant, in the very first hearing dated 17.05.2011, admitted receipt of complete satisfactory information on 06.05.2011 i.e. date of delivery of the letter dated 03.05.2011.  Thus there is no delay on the part of the Panchayat Secretary Sh. Sukhbir Singh.


It is further noted that Ms. Manisha is neither the APIO nor the PIO and there was some misunderstanding which led to issuance of the show cause notice to her in the hearing dated 07.07.2011.



Complete information as per the original application stands provided.     The Commission of the view that it is not a case fit for imposition of any penalty.



As complete relevant information stood provided even before the first hearing in the case, no case is made out for award of any compensation to the appellant.



Seeing the merits of the case therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of.    Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(098570-90647)

Sh. Babu Ram,

H. No. EB-168,

Sector 3,

Talwara,

Tehsil Mukerian, Distt. Hoshiarpur-144216.


   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Principal,

Govt. Girls Secondary School,

Sector 3, Talwara (Hoshiarpur)
 



    …Respondent
CC- 1637/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the earlier hearing dated 07.07.2011, it was recorded: -

“When contacted over the telephone, Sh. Babu Ram was evasive and stated that he had not received any such communication.  Upon perusal of the file, it has come to light that the complaint has been filed with the Commission only on 01.06.2011 and the said letter dated 25.03.2011 was one of the enclosures to his application. 

On further study of the letter dated 25.03.2011, it is revealed that the relevant information already stands provided.   However, one more opportunity is granted to the complainant to point out any specific discrepancies in the information provided and communicate the same to the respondent under intimation to the Commission.   However, if nothing is heard from him, it shall be construed that he is satisfied and the matter will be dealt with accordingly.”



Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present.  No specific discrepancies in the information provided have been pointed out by the complainant.



Therefore, seeing the merits of the case, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner









Contd…….2/-
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After the hearing was over, the complainant Sh. Babu Ram came present and made the following written submissions: -
“1.
That regarding Para no. 1 The leave in Encashment bill of the retiree was submitted on 26.12.2010 cause for delay and bribe demanded by the Principal Madam ji be noted.

2.
That regarding Para 2 the G.P.F. bill of the retiree was submitted on 13.01.2011 and the same was encashment on 24.03.2011 after the period of 2 months and 9 days. It means the bill was stayed in the treasury. Infill bill is returned after two or three days. So it shows the matter totally harassment made by the Principal to the retiree.

3.
That in the Para no. 3 regarding the payment of DCRG the following few paints are to the meter incase of damage and depreciation made to the retiree (a) Reused DCRG of the retiree on account of revision of D.A. @ 45% amounting Rs. 28793/- was encased  31.03.2011 while  the main DCRG Rs. 388707/- was encased on 21.04.2011.

b) 
It the revised DCRG of the retiree may be encased on 31.03.2011 then why not the main DCRG amounting Rs. 388707/- on 31.03.2011. It was all drama played by the Principal Madam Ji to produce damage to the retiree coy attached for proof.

c) 
That the third point regarding the main DCCRG is to be noted that this amount was encased after the notice issued to the Principal on 18.04.2011. Copy attached.

d)
That if the 75% of DCRG Bill was submitted on 07.03.2011 under the shelter of N.D.E. it could has been submitted also in Dec 2010 sharply after the supper animation. The cause for delay into the noted.

e)
That moreover respected Principal Madam Ji tried so may times of the retiree / Applicant through sending the peon and postman at the resident of the retiree silenced at Talwara in Distt Hoshirpur. 

4.
That finely the applicant prays for the interest according on the whole amount for the cause delay check for the. 

5.
Arrears of the 01.09.2014 years of service was revised on 23.06.2011 wide Cheque while it was encashed on 12.07.2011, The unnecessary delay to be noted.”


In view of the submissions made by the complainant, the respondent PIO is directed to submit his written explanation clarifying his stand on the contentions of the complainant, well before the next date fixed.



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Navneet Kumar 

s/o Sh. Baldev Raj

C/o Bittu General Store,

Village- Babewal,

V.P.O, Tehsil & Distt- Gurdaspur 



      
   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (E)

Punjab, Chandigarh





               …Respondent
CC- 1094/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


In the hearing dated 07.06.2011, it was recorded:

“Today neither the complainant nor the respondent is present and no intimation has been received from them either.

One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete and relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission.  Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.”



Today, a letter dated 01.09.2011 has been received from the complainant Sh. Navneet Kumar wherein he has prayed that he be allowed to withdraw the present complaint.



In view of the request from the complainant, the present is hereby closed and disposed of.  



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Nagender Singh

(Retd. Principal)

H. No. 498, Aman Nagar,

Old Cantt. Road,

Faridkot






              …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh





               …Respondent
CC- 1131/11
Order

Present:
None for the parties.


Today, a letter dated 15.09.2011 has been received from the complainant stating that due to ill-health, he is unable to attend the hearing today and has sought another date after two months, which is granted.



No one has come present on behalf of the respondent nor has any communication been received.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to provide complete relevant information to the complainant under intimation to the Commission, within a month’s time. 



Complainant shall inform the Commission if the information, when provided, is to his satisfaction.



For further proceedings, to come up on 23.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(92566-01530)

Sh. Arun Kathuria

s/o Sh. Parma Nand,

H. No. 1256, Street No. 6,

7th Crossing,

Abohar (Distt. Ferozepur)





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh





               …Respondent
CC- 1089/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Arun Kathuria in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Manjit Inder Singh, Sr. Asstt. (98559-64475)



Respondent present states that there has been some confusion in the communication from the Commission regarding the respondent.  The original application dated 14.02.2011 is addressed to the DPI (SE) but the order dated 07.05.2011, the respondent was stated to be DPI (EE).  Respondent further submitted that this application was never received in their office.   He presented another letter dated 07.12.2010 which is addressed by the applicant to the DPI (EE) and information sought vide this application already stands provided.   It seems that the information sought in the present case is to be provided by the DPI (SE).


Accordingly, PIO, office of DPI (SE) Punjab, Chandigarh is impleaded as respondent and is directed to provide complete relevant information to the complainant within 15 days, under intimation to the Commission.    The PIO is also directed to appear personally in the next hearing.



For further proceedings, to come up on 19.10.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Sh. Ravi Kumar

s/o Sh. Sardari Lal,

Village Banthanwala,

P.O. Dodwan,

Distt. Gurdaspur





      
   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (SE)

Punjab, Chandigarh





               …Respondent
CC- 1093/11
Order

Present:
For the complainant: Sh. R.K. Gupta (92165-01428)


For the respondent: Sh. Baljit Singh, Sr. Asstt.



Sh. R.K. Gupta, appearing on behalf of the complainant, stated that relevant information from the office of D.E.O. (SE) Moga has been provided vide their letter dated 09.06.2011.


Upon further discussions, Sh. Gupta submitted that information regarding attendance sheets of the candidates who had appeared on April 7 and 8, 2008 has been received and only the one pertaining to 05.04.2008 and 06.04.2008 is pending.   Respondent has assured the Commission that the same shall be provided within a fortnight.



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh





    Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(098685-94231)

Sh. Raj Kumar Mangoch

H. No. 189-A,

Garha

Distt. Jalandhar - 144022





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Director Public Instruction (Colleges) 

Punjab, Chandigarh





              …Respondent
CC- 1112/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Raj Kumar in person.
For the respondent: Sh. Sukhminder Singh, Sr. Asstt. (99153-08139)



Information has been brought to the court today which has been handed over to the complainant, who going through the same, termed it as incomplete and stated that it was mere repetition of the information provided earlier.   He further submitted the following written statement: -

1. “Information supplied vide my application dated 31.01.2011 are not supplied as per RTI questions. It is admitted by the Dy. Director not supplied as per DPI Colleges Punjab that there is delay in processing the case. Vide memo. no. 2/138/-09/ Grant-I dated 17.09.2009, Principal Khalsa College for girls, Baba Sang Desian, Jalandhar was asked to supply the information as desired. Principal vide letter no. BSD/2009-10/420 dated 01.10.2009 supplied the self appraisal performs as desired. Again self appraisal Performa’s were supplied the self appraisal performs as desired. Again self appraisal Performa’s were supplied vide letter no. BSD/2009-10/987 dated 16.01.2010 and 22.09.2010. Therefore there is n delay at college level in sending the reply as required.

2. As per question no 3 of RTI, reply / information is false. I asked daily progress made in her case i.e Mrs. Reeti Mangoch but I asked to contact the college office.

3. In response to question no. 4 same objections are stated. It is not told when the work will be done.

4. Names and designations of the official who were supposed to take action in Mrs. Reeti Mangoch’s case and have not done so are not supplied. 

Contd……..2/-
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5. In question no. 6, it was asked that “are these officials of guilty of harassing the public?” It is not stated whether they are guilty or not.

6. Who will bear the financial losses occurred due to unwanted delay in processing the case is not informed in response to question no. 7.

7. Whether the department planned to take action against the guilty officials is not stated."



Respondent has presented a letter dated 19.09.2011 which is addressed to the complainant, the relevant part of which reads as under: -

· “Your case could not be disposed of as it was not complete.  We have written to the college and also advised them over the telephone.  It is pertinent to clarify here that the college authorities have disclosed that the delay is only on account of non-submission of complete papers to them by you.
· As informed by the college, you have not provided them the relevant information / documents and hence they are not in a position to advise the final outcome.

· As soon as the case complete in all respects is received from the College, the final decision shall be conveyed to you.”



It is also observed that the complainant wants to argue the matter which pertains to his personal case and is beyond the scope of information.  Hence the same cannot be taken up before the Commission.




With the assurance of the respondent that upon receipt of complete case from the college, the case of the complainant shall be finally decided and disposed of.












 With this, the complainant feels satisfied.



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-
Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94649-17650)

Ms. Taminder Kaur,

d/o Sh. Teja Singh,

A-56, Officers Colony,

Village Mangwal,

Tehsil & Distt. Sangrur





   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Sarv Sikhia Abhiyan Authority,

Punjab,

Sector 34-A, Chandigarh





    …Respondent
CC- 1069/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.


For the respondent: Sh. Naresh Saini, APIO (99144-10727)



In the earlier hearing dated 27.07.2011, it was recorded: -

“As agreed mutually between the parties, the complainant shall visit the office of respondent on Wednesday, the 8th June, 2011 at 11.00 A.M. and contact Sh. Inderjit Singh, Systems Manager, for examining the records and obtain the necessary information on request.”



Today, the respondent submitted that the complainant visited their office on the said date and complete relevant information has also been provided to her the same day i.e. 08.06.2011 and on a copy of the said letter, complainant has acknowledged the receipt also.   A photocopy of the same has been tendered in the court.



Seeing the merits of the case, therefore, it is hereby closed and disposed of. 



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94636-66155)

Sh. Balbir Aggarwal

10904, Basant Road,

Near Gurudwara Bhagwati Industrial Area-B,

Ludhiana-141003.





             …Complainant

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer, 

O/o Chief Vigilance Officer,

Local Bodies Department,

SCO 131-132, Sector 17-C,

Chandigarh
2.
Public Information Officer,


Commissioner,


Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’


Ludhiana.





             …Respondents

CC- 1124/11
Order

Present:
None for the complainant.
For the respondent: Sh. Mohinder Pal, Draughtsman (94173-03106) office of C.V.O. Local Bodies, Punjab.

None from the Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana



In the earlier hearing dated 07.06.2011, it was recorded as under: -

“Respondent present submitted that the application of the complainant was transferred to the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana on 02.02.2011 as the information sought pertained to the said office.    He further stated that even a reminder was sent on 11.05.2011 but no response was received.

In the circumstances, the Public Information Officer, office of the Commissioner, Municipal Corporation Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana is impleaded as party and is directed to appear personally on the next date fixed and explain the matter.   Also, complete relevant information should also be provided to the complainant within a fortnight, under intimation to the Commission.”



Today no one has put in appearance on behalf of the Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana, as directed by the Commission vide order dated 07.06.2011.  When contacted over the telephone, Sh. A.K. Singla, SE (B&R) Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana informed that he is no longer the PIO and that Sh. Dharam Singh, S.E. has now been designated as the PIO.



Sh. Mohinder Pal, who is present on behalf of the Local Bodies
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Department, Punjab, submitted that they had written to Sh. A.S. Sekhon, Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Ludhiana on 03.11.2010.



Looking to the lackadaisical approach of the Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana, 
S/Sh. A.S. Sekhon, Commissioner; Sh. Dharam Singh, SE-cum-PIO; and Sh. A.K. Singla, SE (B&R), all from the Municipal Corporation, Zone ‘C’, Ludhiana are hereby issued a show cause notice each as to why a penalty under Section 20(1) of RTI Act, 2005 @ Rs. 250/- per day subject to maximum of Rs. 25,000/- be not imposed on him till the information is furnished.  



In addition to the written reply, the PIO is also hereby given an opportunity u/s 20(1) proviso thereto for a personal hearing before the imposition of such penalty on the next date of hearing.  He may take note that in case he does not file his written reply and does not avail himself of the opportunity of personal hearing on the date fixed, it will be presumed that he has nothing to say and the Commission shall proceed to take further proceedings against him ex parte. 

 

For further proceedings, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner



After the hearing was over, Sh. Gulshan Kumar (98884-82109) came present on behalf of the complainant and submitted that no information has so far been provided by the respondent.  



He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing, including the next date of hearing. 



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

Ms. Santosh Kumari

w/o Late Sh. Thakur Dass,

C/o Er. Sunil Kumar Mallan,

S.K. Model School,

Street No. 3, Putlighar,

Amritsar-143001






        …Appellant 

Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Chief Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab,

Chandigarh

2.
Public Information Officer,


First Appellate Authority,

O/o Chief Director,

Vigilance Bureau, Punjab, Chandigarh.


  …Respondents

AC - 132/11

Order

Present:
None for the appellant.
For the respondent: Sh. P.K. Chhibber, Addl. P.P. (94170-85563)



In the earlier hearing dated 07.06.2011, it was recorded: -
“It is also pointed out that the respondent present cannot explain the meaning of the information being provided vide letter dated 03.06.2011.  Therefore, in the next hearing, the Law Officer Sh. P.K. Chhiber shall appear personally and explain the matter and the answers provided are short and not to the point.  This is the last opportunity granted to the respondent failing which initiation of disciplinary proceedings against the PIO shall be taken up, which should be noted carefully.

Appellant also submitted that he is travelling to Chandigarh by his personal car and therefore he be compensated suitably. He further prayed for imposition of penalty on the respondent PIO for delaying the information as he submitted his original application more than a year back.   After the satisfactory information is provided, these pleas of the appellant shall be taken up for consideration.”



Sh. P.K. Chhibber, appearing on behalf of the respondent, as per directions of the Commission, submitted a letter dated 16.09.2011 which is addressed to the appellant.   Respondent states this letter contains complete information sought by the applicant-appellant.


Since the appellant is not present, it is directed that this communication dated 16.09.2011 be mailed to her by registered post, under intimation to the Commission. 



Appellant shall inform the Commission if the information, when received, is to her satisfaction.



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner



After the hearing was over, Sh. Sunil Kumar (98140-96353) came present on behalf of the appellant.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing, including the next date fixed.  A photocopy of the letter dated 16.09.2011 tendered by the respondent, has also been handed over to him.



As already noted above, for further proceedings, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(97800-33266)

Sh. Lakhvinder Sareen,

# 5, Street No. 2,

Anand Nagar A Extension,

Patiala-147001.






  … Complainant
Versus

1.
Public Information Officer 

O/o Secretary Local Government, Punjab,

Punjab Mini Secretariat,

Sector 9, 


Chandigarh




   

    …Respondent
CC- 215/2011
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Lakhvinder Sareen in person.


None for the respondent.



No one is present on behalf of the respondent.

 

Submissions made by the complainant taken on record.   



For pronouncement of the order, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner


After the hearing was over, Sh. Akhtar Hussain, Sr. Asstt. (99152-05786) came present on behalf of the respondent.  He has been advised of the proceedings in today’s hearing, including the next date fixed. 


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner
STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98762-33266)

Sh. Lakhwinder Sareen,

No. 5, Street No. 2,

Anand Nagar A (Extension)

Patiala.







  …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o Secretary Transport, 
Punjab, Chandigarh





               …Respondent
CC- 1084/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Lakhvinder Sareen in person assisted by Sh. R.K. Gupta.
For the respondent: Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh, S.D.O.; and Sh. Jagdish Kumar, Supdt. (98142-16935)


In the earlier hearing dated 07.06.2011, it was recorded: -

“Sh. Rakesh Kumar, who is present on behalf of the respondent, submitted that vide letter dated 06.01.2011, the said application was transferred to the office of Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh as the information sought pertained to that office.

Accordingly, the Public Information Officer, office of the Secretary Transport, Punjab, Chandigarh is impleaded as respondent in place of the PIO, office of Financial Commissioner Revenue who is directed to appear personally in the next hearing.  Also complete relevant information should also be provided to the complainant, under intimation to the Commission.”



Today, Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh and Sh. Jagdish Kumar, appearing on behalf of the PIO, office of Secretary, Punjab, submitted a letter of date wherein it is stated: -

“It is submitted that Sh. Lakhwinder Sareen had sought certain information under the RTI Act, 2005 from the PIO, office of Financial Commissioner Revenue Department, Punjab, vide application dated 16.12.2010.
Punjab Govt. Transport Department (Branch: Transport-2), vide Memo. No. 10/283/10 (3T2)-4T2/133 dated 07.01.2011, wrote to the P.R.T.C. to provide the information.

This letter was received by us on 12.01.2011 and the relevant
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-:2:-

information was provided to the application vide this office registered letter no. 26792 dated 09.02.2011.

Thereafter, the applicant, vide his letter dated 04.04.2011, wrote to the Hon’ble Commission stating that the information has not been provided to him.

A copy of the said letter was sent to this office also.   Vide this office letter no. 373 dated 06.04.2011, he was advised that the information as per our above referred letter dated 09.02.2011 had already been provided.  However, another copy of the information was also annexed with our letter dated 06.04.2011.

The order of the Hon’ble Commission in CC No. 1084/11 passed on 07.06.2011 was received by the PRTC from the Punjab Govt. vide Transport Department (Branch: Transport-2), Memo. No. 10/1252011 (3T2)-4T2/1285 dated 14.07.2011.

In this connection, the relevant information was communicated to the applicant vide letter no. 7125 dated 26.07.2011.”



During the hearting today, S.D.O. Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh stated that the land adjoining Mandir Shree Kedar Nath Ji, Rajpura Road, Patiala with the Govt. and that he had no knowledge about the land with the temple management.  



At this, Sh. R.K. Gupta stated that in the first communication, it was asserted that the land measuring one acre was with the temple.  In the subsequent letter, it was intimated that respondents had no knowledge about the land of the temple.   He further stated that in still another communication, it was informed that the land in question was to the tune of 90 Bighas.  He thus wanted to know the factual position regarding the land.



Sh. Jatinder Pal Singh assured the Commission that he would look into the records and provide the exact position to the complainant, under intimation to the Commission, in the near future.



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(98033-04809)

Sh. Jasdev Singh 

H. No. 255, Gali No. 3,

Ward No. 23,

Khukhrain Colony,

Khalsa School Road,
Khanna (Distt. Ludhiana)





 …..Complainant

Vs
1.
Public Information Officer,

O/o District Transport Officer,

Ludhiana.

2.
Public Information Officer.


O/o The District Transport Officer,


Ferozepur.






…..Respondents
CC- 3498/10
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Jasdev Singh in person.


None for the respondents.



Complainant submitted that on account of tax deducted at source, the net amount received by him has come down.  He has been advised to claim the appropriate refund while filing the Income Tax Return, since the respondent was bound by the provisions of the Income Tax Act.   With this, he felt satisfied.



One more opportunity is granted to the respondent to submit his reply to the show cause notice, before the next date fixed.



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber. 


Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO NO. 32-33-34, SECTOR 17-C, CHANDIGARH

(94637-71293)

Sh. Satinderpal Singh

Mohalla Darapur,

Near Sessions Chowk,

Fatehgarh Road,

Hoshiarpur 







   …Complainant

Versus

Public Information Officer, 

O/o State Medicine Plant Board,

SCO 823-824, Sector 22-A,

Chandigarh





                    
    …Respondent
CC- 1639/11
Order

Present:
Complainant Sh. Satinderpal Singh in person.


For the respondent: Sh. Harpreet Singh, Clerk (94636-88480)



Respondent has brought the information to the court today, which has been handed over to the complainant.   He further submitted that two officers in the department have been placed under suspension while one has been removed from the service.  Thus, he stated that they were facing acute staff shortage. 



Complainant, on perusal of the information, submitted that information only on point no. 4 has been provided and that too is not attested.   



Respondent is directed to provide the pending information to the complainant within a week’s time, under intimation to the Commission. 



For further proceedings, to come up on 03.11.2011 at 11.00 A.M. in the Chamber.



Copies of order be sent to the parties.


Sd/-

Chandigarh




  
   Mrs. Ravi Singh

Dated: 20.09.2011



State Information Commissioner

